In this talk, I propose an analysis that unifies two disparate sets of facts about the behavior of various predicate types in Turkish. On the basis of observations about phonological stress placement, and the possible locations for the polar question marker -mI, Kornfilt (1996) proposes that verbal predicates should be formed with head-movement, while non-verbal predicates involve some kind of prosodic cliticization. In this talk, I will show for both verbal and non-verbal (participial) predicates that the positions that allow suspended affixation in the predicate domain (Hankamer, 2008) exactly coincide with the hypothesized point in the extended projection where the head-movement terminates. This talk provides an explicit formalization for the idea introduced in Kornfilt (1996), and in doing so, provides a principled explanation for the range of structures that can or cannot be coordinated under suspended affixation.
Facts Turkish has two types of predicates: Verbal predicates can only take the past tense, while non-verbal predicates are a group comprised of nouns, adjectives, or verbs with participial suffixes -EcEk, -mIş, -Er, and -mElI that combine with all tenses. Stress, the availability of separating tense and agreement into another phonological word with the copula i-, and the position of the polar question marker mI differentiate the two types (Kornfilt, 1996) .
In the absence of lexical stress and pre-stressing elements (Kabak & Vogel, 2001; Inkelas & Orgun, 2003) , verbal predicates stress the final syllable of the whole verb complex, which is the standard word stress pattern, (1). Non-verbal predicates stress the last syllable before tense and the copula, targeting just the predicate as a domain for stress-assignment, excluding tense and following suffixes, (2). The polar question marker mI attaches to the morphosyntactic domains coinciding with these stress domains: the whole predicate complex in (3), and a smaller constituent excluding tense and agreement in (4) (Kornfilt, 1996) .
Were you all going to come?'
In Turkish, suspended affixation permits affixes to scope over all conjuncts in principle. But only a handful of suspensions are available in the predicate domain, categorized as "coordinatable" and "noncoordinatable" phrases in the complement of heads realized as affixes by Hankamer (2008) . Finite verb constructions do not allow suspension of tense and agreement, (5-a), while non-verbal predicates do, (5-b). Proposal I observe that the three phenomena listed above -stress placement, mI placement, suspended affixation -target the same morphosyntactic domains in predicative configurations. The difference between verbal and non-verbal is captured by the idea that roll-up head-movement applies to different positions in these configurations. I propose that in verbal predicate constructions, roll-up head-movement raises v → T → Agr, Figure (1a) . However, in copular predicates, an Asp head intervenes, where v → Asp creates a smaller unit, Figure ( The motivation for head-movement comes from the single-word behavior of the predicate complex: finite verb predicates behave as simple words in that (i) they have final stress, and (ii) cannot be broken into pieces via coordination or the polar question marker. Copular predicates show the same behaviors in a smaller constituent, the complement of Tense. Based on the stress facts, finite verbs have an AgrP sized phonological word, while copular predicates have an AspP sized phonological word. On it's own, this might be attributed to purely the prosodic structures of these complexes, but these units are also not separable into pieces by syntactic means such as coordination.
Suspension of tense and agreement in verbal predicate constructions, such as (5-a) are not grammatical because the features on each V -v complex require movement to T , therefore they cannot stay within their vP as in (5-a) Non-verbal predicates move up to Asp, and not up to T , therefore each staying within each conjunct, yielding suspended affixation of tense and agreement, (5-b). (Across-the-board head-movement of the verb to a position that scopes all conjuncts could be possible. But it would result in a different string, with only one predicate being pronounced. Compare with (5-b).)
